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Introduction

This document discusses some of the alternative proposes in last ad-hoc meeting on EPS Identifiers [1]
Discussion
The contributions discuss the following topics highlighted on EPS identifiers:
1 MME UE S1AP ID / eNB UE S1AP ID
Concerning the uniqueness of the MME UE S1AP ID, It is not clear whether it should be uniquely identify the UE within the MME node 
a. Towards all the eNBs it is connected. It was clarified this approach required a large enough length e.g.

· 3 Octets “the maximum number would be the issue. We propose the 16777216 while that would be too much for real life. However, the LTE should not be degraded considering the local reference in today No.7 SCCP has 3 bytes, therefore at least 3 bytes (i.e. max 16777216) should be specified”

· 4 Octets same as M-TMSI was also suggest, this value should be fine to allow the uniqueness of the identify for MME let say over 5 000 eNBs, the only issue may be Home eNB risk of collision  
· 5 Octets same as S-TMSI  was also suggest
b. Towards one eNB with one S1 interface: the main drawback of this approach is that the identifier of the UE context is the couple Source eNB ID &  MME UE S1AP ID with all the risk of collision and the necessity to check/change/reallocation the MME UE S1AP ID after the handover. The solution is more complex..
Nortel has a preference for case a) with same length M-TMSI (4 Octets) good enough for a same MME and reduce the risk of collision and impacting on other procedure due to additional complexity.
2 S-TMSI / UE identification
The UE identification is pending to the request;

· S-TMSI (5 Octet) at Service Request

· Random at Initial Request

· GUTI at TAU (or first NAS message)

What kind of UE identification to provide in initial UE message? 
· To simplify the complexity of the UE identification, it is proposed that the eNB forwards to the MME the information provided by the UE.

3 TAC
For the TAC considering the Macro case, 2 octets should be enough.

4 Signalling of target identification during HO
For S1 Handover the Target eNB ID identification by the TAI and eNB ID should be enough.

Conclusion 

We proposed to discuss the previous assumptions.
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